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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

On pages 6-7, applicant argues that Hanko fails to disclose wherein data 
received after the frame end signal is not processed and is designated invalid. While 
the applicant's points are understood, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Hanko 
teaches in column 8, lines 45-48 receiving a frame end signal indicating the end of the 
current frame. The examiner notes discarding data or not processing and designating 
the data invalid is a conventional way of processing data when using frame end signals. 
Further, please note the pertinent art cited by the examiner further showing this 
processing as conventional. Therefore the rejection has been maintained. 

On page 8, applicant argues that Matsumura fails to disclose the means for 
receiving a frame end signal synchronized with end of frame data and detecting the end 
of a frame based on the signal. While the applicant's points are understood, the 
examiner respectfully disagrees. See for example, Matsumura column 10, lines 51-59. 
There Matsumura discloses resynchronizing data with an end of block code. The 
examiner notes that the end of block code could indicate the end of frame data 
depending on how many blocks have already been processed and the size of the 
blocks. In recognizing the end of block code would not always correspond to the end of 
frame data, the examiner cited Hanko to further disclose this limitation. Therefore the 
rejection has been maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title,, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Matsumura et al. (US 5,835,144) in view of Hanko et al. (6493041), (hereinafter 
referred to as "Hanko"). 

As for Claim's 1 and 4, Matsumura et al. teach an input means for 
inputting the input data (Matsumura: Column 8, lines 3-6), start detecting means 
for detecting the start of the predetermined unit of the input data, in which the 
predetermined unit corresponds to a frame (Matsumura: Column 1, line 61 to 
Column 7, line 6; Column 9, lines 21-29; Column 9, lines 39-50), means for 
receiving a frame end signal indicative of the end of a number of frames 
(Matsumura: Column 10, lines 51-59; Column 9, lines 35-50); end detecting 
means for detecting the end of a respective frame based on the frame end signal 
(Matsumura: Column 10, lines 51-59; Column 9, lines 35-50), and signal 
processing means for making an action on the variable length code active at the 
start detected by the start detecting means (Matsumura: Column 8, lines 38-64), 
for making the action on the variable length code inactive at the end detected by 
the end detecting means (Matsumura: Column 10, lines 51-59; Column 9, lines 
35-50), and for initializing the state of the action on the variable length code at 
the end detected by the end detecting means (Matsumura: Column 6, lines 55- 
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65). However, Matsumura fails to disclose the frame end signal as claimed. 
Hanko teaches that prior art video systems provide poor results because they 
utilize adulterated versions of the video signal (Hanko: column 1, lines 44-47). 
To help alleviate this problem, Hanko discloses means for receiving a frame end 
signal that is synchronized with end of frame data and is indicative of the end of 
each of a number of frames, wherein data received after the frame end signal 
and before the start of a next frame is not processed and is designated invalid 
(Hanko: column 8, lines 45-50). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to take the 
apparatus disclosed by Matsumura and add the end of frame signal taught by 
Hanko in order to obtain an apparatus the produces accurate results. 

As for Claim 2, Hanko teaches the input data comprises MPEG data 
(Hanko: column 2, lines 45-46). 

As for Claim's 3 and 5, although not disclosed, it would have been obvious 
to record the output data (Official Notice). Doing so would have been obvious in 
order to save the data for future use. 

As for Claim 7, many of the limitations have been addressed in the above 
rejections. In addition, Matsumura et al. teach suspending processing for a 
period of time, the period of time being from the end of frame data to a 
subsequent start signal, when an error is detected (Matsumura: Column 8, line 
65 to Column 9, line 29), detecting a start code for a corrected stream of data 
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(Matsumura: Column 9, lines 26-29), and re-initiating the processing step as a 
function of the detecting step (Matsumura: Column 9, lines 26-57). 
3. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsumura et al. (US 5,835,144) in view of Hanko et al. (6493041), (hereinafter referred 
to as "Hanko") in further view of Ching et al. (US 3,971 ,888). 

As for claim 6, Matsumura et al. in view of Hanko fail to specifically teach 
where the means for receiving includes a flip-flop circuit, but Ching et al. does 
(Ching: Column 15, lines 4-37). Since the flip-flop circuit can be used to control 
how the signal is received by energizing and de-energizing the circuit, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to use a simple flip-flop circuit or any 
other type of circuit that would be capable of controlling when the circuit is 
energized or not in order to control when the signal is received. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

US-5907825 05-1999 Tzirkel-Hancock 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dave Czekaj whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7327. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs and every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571)272-7418. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



273-8300. 
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